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= H E A of 7 pages enter- 
19 tains ſome doubt, that the account 
5 given * the principles of the Gnoſtics, 
may ſeem too particular and tedious; as 
. muſt be very unpleaſant and painful to RE © 
5 a ſerious mind, to have its attention long 1 
„ engaged by a ſubject ſo diſagreeable. _ 

1 every intelligent reader muſt perceive, that, . 
3 to give the argument its proper force, it „ 
was neceſſary to be accurate and plain, in : 
determining the rank in which they placed OE 
the Creator of 1 the World, or, the God 8 

We Old 7. eftament, in the ſcale of —_—_ 
Others, perhaps, might have given all the 
8 information neceſſary, in fewer words: 

but, he found himſelf unable to contract, 


without diminiſhing. the e ſtrength. of the 5 
gut, 


2. 


He thinks it proper, . to intimate, 


chat, in 2 bearing his teſtimony againſt Soci- 
_ | Sin  nianiſm, 
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1 ADVERTISEMENT. 55 
N nianiſm, it did not ſeem neceſſary to 1 
very explicit in declaring his own ſenti- 
ments reſpecting the doctrine of the RE 
nity. He ſuggeſts this, leſt any good man 
| ſhould create to himſelf a moment's un= + 
eaſineſs, by entertaining ſuſpicions unfa- . 
vorable to the Author's orthodoxy. He 
has not, intentionally, diſguiſed his ſenti- 5 
ments; but, conſidered himſelf as plead- „ 
ing for the honor of the Redeetner, and 2 
1 for his own reputation as an orthodox PE te 
man. Had the latter been his object, ge 
has not the leaſt doubt, but, that he n 
have met with all the ſucceſs he cout 
wWeoiſh. But he had a higher end in view: 
though, in purſuing it, his expectations 353 
were not ſo ſanguine.— He knows it to be 
the opinion of ſome, that Aridt Orthodoxy 25 
aaälälnd Candor cannot unite in the ſame 3 
ſſion; but this he has always regarded as a 
groundleſs calumny. He, therefore, hopes 
| that no uncandid ſuſpicions or inſinuationss 
may be thrown out on the preſent occa- 
ſion, which might tempt him to alter his Z 
opinion in this . 


+; | — af * | : * F. 
PR I- 


7 \EW collnorate of equal moment „ _ 
have proceeded with ſuch rapidity, — 
2 or ſeemed to be brought ſo early to * 
„ « cis, as that which was lately occafion= 
a ed by Dr. Prieftley's 8 H; iftory of th 9 Cor- 
ruptionc of Cbri Nianity. The ſubject is, 
without doubt, of very conſiderable im- 
portance; becauſe, our idea of the whole 
| Goſpel will be regulated, by the idea vpe 

entertain of its bleſſed Author; WES. MW! 
will riſe or fink together. We need not 1 
os wonder, therefore, that the religious world 

ſhould pay ſuch particular attention to the 
= controverſy, and appear ſo much intereſted _ 
in the determination of it.—At preſent, © 
there ſeems, as if by mutual conſent, to 
bea ceſſation of hoſtilities ; though neither 
fide be willing to reſign its claim to 

; the vietory. Whilft the diſpute was on 

f foot, 8 


— On OE 


— 


* PRIMITIVE. CANDOR, 1 
8 foot, the opinion of many perſons of con- 
ſiderable diſcernment, concerning the iſſue 
IC ſuffered an amazing fluctuation, = 
„ Doctor or his opponents appeared 1 
W ſome freſh advantage. For ſome 
0 anonymous Reviewer was honor- 
cd with the reputation of having effectu- 
ally demoliſhed the fabric, which had been | 
rected with ſo much care A 
What! Can any good thing come out of RR. 2 
„„ Sareth? Even the orthodox are at wn. 
55 obliged to acknowledge, that ſuch a thing . 
d Hot impoſſible. _ And the behaviour =: 
the Monthly Reviewers, on this occaſion, 0 
— been ſo meritorious, as to procure A 
tthbem a plenary abſolution, for all the 3 
a l * have eme 4 to 5 . 


8 Her CM 


LR But 2 more formidable anc is a 0, 
Do by a learned dignitary of the eſtabliſhed | : 
No, church. Alarmed at the bold advances of 
| the adventurous Sectary, the Archdeacon 
riſes from the ſoft couch of preferment, 
and in all the dignity of his rank, meets 
: him 1 in the field of controverſy. The at- 0 


"wack. 


PRIMITIVE. cn 7 
. commences, and is continued with _ ; 
ſuch a conſcious ſuperiority over his ad. 
: verſary, that the orthodox in general pre- 


maturely exulted as in a complete victory: 


And many of the Doctor's friends were 

Ny dubious, whether he would be able to 
rally his forces, or be obliged to make = 
ignominious retreat. But, to the ſurprize 


n e N 25 1 I 
Fen „ TE n 3 


„ 9 , 7 4 ori _— 


of all, he ſoon reſumes his ground, and ® 


9 15 aſſails his opponents in his turn; ſo that, = 
without acknowledging. themſelves ma- -- 
„ quiſhed, they ſeem to think it moſt pru- b 5 
„ dent to abandon che 5 1 : 


5 5 The 8 being now „ ſalpended; 8 
fl as Public are left to judge of the merits 4 
of the combatants; and their opinions _— 
- this reſpe& are as various, as the ſenti- 
ments they entertain concerning the grand _ 
point in debate. The Socinians congratu- 
| late their hero upon his ſuppoſed victory; 
and think the period not very diſtant, 
when the Unitarian doctrine will be tri- 
 umphant, and bear down all oppoſition.— 
The orthodox, on the contrary, though 
their principles remain unſhaken, cannat 


A + forbeax 


= PRIMITIVE. CANDOR, | 


= focbrar lamenting, that they have no Da- 5 
void in their camp, who is able to humble 
this Goliath, or, at leaſt, to check his gi- 


- gantic ſtrides. They are ſurprized to find, i 


3 that the monuments of the earlier ages ' FRO 


| not afford more numerous and more deci n:! 
0 five teſtimonies, to a truth ſo clearly taught 81 
in the Scriptures, and fo Important: — 


nature. 5 


. let not Pen too haſtily tri⸗ 1 


5 * 3 nor let the orthodox as yet de- 


1 85 ſpond. Surely, it muſt be acknowledged, = PP. 
1 the Divinity of Chr! N is a dodrine, 


| which the facred Scriptures, at leaſt, ſeem 


00 maintain: and Dr. Prieſtley himſelf, | 


vill not wonder, , that a plain unlettered 


Chriſtian, who has borrowed but little 5 


| e light from philoſophy, | ſhould imagine : 
„„ reads it there. Nor will. he, I pre- 


ſume, aſſert, that any of the earlier Fa- | he 
| thers have direty and profeſſedly contra- 


diced it. He only pleads, if I under- ; 


ſtand him, that the teſtimonies produced 

from them in its ſupport, are not decifive.; 5 

8 and that it is unaccountable, if they be- 
e 88 ""Vered 


PRIMITIVE. CANDOR. 9 


5 lieved "i ( Ses ths belief * ; 15 impo rt= "Fo E 5 
ance cannot be ſeparated from the belief 
of its truth) that they ſhould not have. 
| written more fully and expreſsly in its f- 
vor, and cenſured the Heretics who "_ 5 
5 n it, with — * 


1 am n in \ this place, to make «hs. — _ 
5 largeſt conceſſions that candor can —_ 4 i T 
mand, and that truth will allow. = 
5 this will, by no means, oblige me to = 
| knowledge, that the writings of the earlier 
 _ Fathers contain no teſtimonies to the Di= 
vinity of Chri %; for truth will not autho- 5 ; 
rie the conceſſion. But candor requires „„ 
Is ſhould fay, that thoſe teſtimonies —— 
i Yo numerous and ſtrong, as our view of te 
5 8 importance of the doctrine, abſolutely con- : gf _ l 
| © fidered, might lead us to expect: And, 
though a hereſy, which contradicted it, is 
admitted to have exiſted, they do not ap- : 
pear to have cenſured it with that ſeverity, 
which ſuch enemies of the truth muſt 
have merited, and which the orthodox of 
ſubſequent. ages, on ſuch occaſions, have 
Mel —This being granted, the grand 


queſtion | 


1 


; * 
. A 


10 PRIMITIVE CANDOR, ; ES 
go: 8 will be; bow is this modetation os 


ok che Fathers to be accounted for? Dr. : 


P. has no doubt, but, that it demonſtrates _ 
the firſt Chriſtian churches, and even tze 
1 Apoſtles themſelves to have been Unita- * 

riant.—If this concluſion were eſtabliſhed, 
it would be abſurd and prepoſterous, RR: © 
FE ©. expect them to 2 — own. e 
1 — a _ 08 e 42] 


5 1 . of ſuch 3 , I 
5 to be ſupported with inconteſtible evi M 
dence; otherwiſe, the aſſerting of it will! 
argue a degree of boldneſs, not eaſily I. | 26 
cConciled to a becoming regard for the 
1 point of ſuch magnitude is 
5 entirely built, on the antiquity of the A 
|  onites and Nazaræans. That the Ebio- 
nites were Unitarians, and aſſerted the mere 
EE Sumanity of Chriſt, is very generally ae. 
Ek knowledged; that they ſubſiſted as a et | 
* the very age of the Apoſtles, may not 
7 be quite ſo certain: but if it be admitted, 
it will not follow, that no cenſure was 
paſſed upon them. Becauſe, the declara- 
= tion * — is an * cenſure of the 
nr error 5 


PRIMITIVE can. It 


WE error hieb contradicts i And there are 


8 paſſages in the larger epiſtle of John *, in 3 


1 which many will think the Divinity of 


Chbriſt to be aſſerted: particularly, the 1 4 
A2 oth verſe of the vth chapter, has been 5 


often urged in proof of it. Dr. P. muſt — — 
doubtleſs think, that when it is cited for . 


that purpoſe, it is miſapplied; others are 


— of a different opinion. And have mo not 


SD a 1 to Judge for themſelves ? ? 1 


5 That the Ebionites 1 were ah Chriſtians BY 
NR. of the circumciſion, the very church plant- 
dea b the Apoſtles at Jeruſalem, and which . 


. enjoyed their united labors for ſo long a 


By ws is what arts 128 very mm , ö 


5 it lle, i if 1 ee . Unitarian dodtring. TR, i 


1 But I « entertain a bigher n of . | 1 


_ Kae an 
tian Church, are ſuppoſed to have made their appear- 


ance after the death of the other Apoſtles; but, it is 


© generally believed, that St. John remained alive when 


| they began to be propagated. For this reaſon only, 


the teſtimopy of the reſt is noe MOLE: referred to 
in this * 55 1 


an 


12 PRIMITIVE CAN D OR. 


5 underſtending and candor, than to ſuppoſe Veg 
be believes himſelf, - that he has really 
1 9 proved it, and eſtabliſhed it as a certain £4 
fiact. Could he make it good, other ar- 
guments would be ſuperfluous : becauſe, 1 
tzis would be a fortreſs fron which it 
would be impoſſible to diſlodge him: for 
who would be bold enough to avow his 8 | 
oppoſition to the primitive and origi- = 43 
nal faith of the firſt Chriſtian Church? f 
Baut before this is granted, it n + 
proved, that the Nazarzans were the bdy |} 
of the Jewiſh Chriſtians, who removed „5 
from Jeruſalem before the commencement |} 
” the fiege of that city; that they pre- „ 
= ſerved the faith pure and unadulterated, aaa 
| delivered to them by the Apoſtles ; FE. 
” that the fame Nazarzans were Ebionites _ 8 
or Unitarians. All this may ſeem —_— 
3 probable to Dr. Prieſtley; but to prove it 
requires evidence, which no monuments of ß 
| antiquity will furniſh. And while he takes JE en 
ſuch pains in ſearching after other proofs, 
ve are at liberty to conclude, that he is 
not aſſured of the validity of this. 


But, 


; 2 


PRIMITIVE. can. 13 | 
Bugs: how does. it appear, that the ſect e 
2 ”= the Ebionites exiſted ſo early? Whilſt 
ſtzey, as Dr. P. ſuppoſes, conftituted the 
body of orthodox believers at Jeruſalem, 
and enjoyed the miniſtry of the Apoſtles or 
IS their immediate ſucceſſors, how could they 
1 be diſtinguiſhed from the Chriſtian —_— 
at large? Surely, the Chriſtian Writers 
» OE who make the earlieſt mention of —_— 
3 2 cannot be ſuppoſed to have been ſo abſurd, — = 
— traduce them as Heretics, when they 
1 knew them to be the very Church of the 2 
79 Circumcifion planted and watered by the 
Ahpoſtles themſelves. Therefore, what- 
OWL ever evidence we have of the antiquity of | 5 
the Ebionites, we have equal evidence that 
tthey exiſted as Heretics, and not as ortho- 
- . _ Chriſtians i in the boſom of the Church, 
. Upon the whole; to account for —_ 
moderation of the primitive Chriſtians to- 
: _ wards the Unitarians, by ſuppoſing them 
to have been of the fame PR is to 
beg the OED, OE 


© It appears, * maths the bel 
method of nn... the weight and 
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14 EIIDTELIITT cAnDoR, 6 
value of the teſtimonies of the Fathers Ee 
with reſpect to the divinity of Chriſt, will _ 
de, to enquire into the circumſtances of te 
| Church in thoſe early ages; and, whether 
| they were not called upon to contend with 
a adverſaries from a different quarter? The 

19 reſult of ſuch an enquiry will, in my ap- = 
= - prehenſion, ſufficiently account for that —/\ | 
ſeeming moderation towards the Unita-” 
= 3 : rians, « on a-which * much "wy Has —_ OM 


| * ces in ets its freq ay s 


| | | | 5 depend upon circumſtancer, for the de- 1 | 5 
| . gree of importance in which they W . 
bed. The ſeveral denominations of Pro .) 
5 5 teftants forget, in ſome meaſure, the dif- e 
ferences which diſtinguiſh them from each — 
1 | other, when called upon to juſtify their 
5 ſeparation from the Church of Rome. — 
| And, yew Proteſtants and Papiſts may ſuſ- 8 
pend all hoſtilities, when it becomes neceſ= 


ſary to defend Chriſtianity itſelf as a com 
mon cauſe.—But, the circumſtances of the 
primitive Church were ſuch, as will ſcarcely 
admit of a parallel. For they were ob- 
VV * 


PRIMITIVE CcanDor "= 


8 Ugel to oppoſe a numerous body of Here= 
tics, who, under a profeſſion of Chriſti: 
1 anity, did not ſo much oppoſe any parti- 5 
cular doctrines of the Goſpel, as attempt to 
| overturn the very firſt W of natural 
f * 8 5 


The = ap pearance. WY the Gnoſtic, 1 


Be wed not attempt to prove. Dr. P. has _ 
” admitted it as fully as I can wiſh. be "2 a 
be is certain, that the Apoſtle John has „„ 
. cenſured their doctrine with juſt ſeverity. 55 i 
Ws; But, he has contented himſelf, with giving 
| a very brief account of theſe fiſt corrupters 5 
the Chriſtian doctrine. He has, indeed, 
| excuſed himſelf from being particular i in 1 5 
2 his account of thoſe hereſies, which =. 
long fince extinct, and which have no 
immediate connexion with the —_— 
E  . _ and opinions of the preſent day. =: 
have 1 no doubt, but, that he confidered the „ 
opinions of the Gaoſtics as totally uncon- K 
nected with the controverſy he is engaged . 
in; and, therefore, judged it unneceſſary 
to give his readers a diffuſive account of 


them.—But, it appears to. me, that this 


5 6 PRIMIL Tive cn . 
— of eccle -fiaftical hi jtory merits very par- 5 

ticular attention; and that, when properly _ 
repreſented, it will very materially affect 

"ih the teſtimony of the earlier _— 10 9 
„ . the perſon of Chriſt. 8 


” 3 the 


Na Tt may, 8 * difficult to prove 1 
„ fatisfacoiily, who was the original Founder 
of this Sect.—Simon the Magician, of | jj 
wbom we read in the viüth chapter of _ 
Acts, i 18 ſuppoſed by ſome, and particularly ö | | 
by Areneus, to have broached it firſt; or, 
ms have paved. the way for its in- < ” 
RE troduction. After his hypocriſy and _ : 
picety had been detected and ſeverely cen 
5 ſured by Peter, he became an open enemy _ 
„ to the apoſtolic doctrine. The knowledge 8 
be had acquited of Chriſtianity, by attend. 
ing on the miniſtry of Philip at Samaria, © | 
did but enable him to digeſt his impiety r,, 
into a more regular and plauſible form. 5 
e had hefore perſzaded the Samarimune, 
wdhat he was the great power of God: but 
no, his blaſphemy being improved into a 
585 ſyſtem, he aſſerts, that he had appeared in 2 
3 Samaria as 9 . the Jews as 


PRIMITIVE cn. 17 


8 the Son, and to the Gentiles as the Holy e ; 
See. The end of his deſcent into the N 


world was to deliver the ſouls of men, from 


1 the dominion of thoſe inferior angels, by 


whom, as he e the world was made 
Py and n „„ . BY 


nf this was, . the dodtine: which - 3 


0m taught, it will appear to be, ſub- — 
- - Nantially, the fame, with what was _— 


Wards adopted by the Gnoſtics; and he 9 
may, with great reaſon, be conſidered aa 


„ ather. But, at different times, te 


5 doctrine was differently modified, accord 


ing to the fancies of thoſe, who took upon 


them to guide the opinions of thoſe He- 
retics. For, as the whole evidence, which 


EE _ pretended t to > derive from ens, [os 


* Tu lid, i cap. 20. If this be 2 juſt 1 5 
tion of the impious doctrine of Simon, his very blaſ= 


phemy contains a teſtimony, that the idea of three Per- = 


ens in the Godhead was not borrowed from the Plato- 
niſts, but was conſidered, in the infancy of the Church, 


as a Chriſtian doctrine. For unleſs the divine three 


had been generally acknowledged, this * 
would 1 not have uſurped their ſacred names. : 


1 in 


18 PRIMITIVE CANDOR. e 
1 ſupport of their abſurd and monſtrous 3 
y yſtem, conſiſted of the moſt wild and my 
FF interpretation of the plaineſt paſſages; 

and, asin ſuch an application of Scripture, 
TY a lively i imagination muſt be found of much 
greater ſervice, than ſolid judgment ; f 

| conſequence, the doctrine muſt, at differ- © 
ent periods, aſſume very different forms, 

1 8 according to the caprice of thoſe who 
1 the teachers of it. Notwithſtand. 
. ing, with all the variety under which it EM 

appeared, it ſtill retained the ſame impiety —o 

and blaſphemy, in which the effence of 
the * Hereſy principally deni hes 


1 a to be Fappoletl by x many, 1 TX 


15 the errors of the Gnoſtics conſiſted chiefly, 
in fome wild and extravagant notions re- 
ſfpecting the great Chriſtian doctrine of the e 

 mnearnation of the Son of God: that'they | 
5 repreſented Feſus and Chr: iſt as two diſtin&® 
+ perſons : that, according to them, Feſius 
was a man only in appearance, and that 
Chriſt deſcended upon him at his baptiſm, 
"Theſe abſurdities, and others of a ſimilar 
nature, they taught: : If they had advanced ; 
| 5 N 


PRIMITIVE CAD. 89 


1 nothing worſe than this, their doctrine b 
EE looked upon as a groſs corruption 2 
— Chriſtianity: Vet, all this would rather 
induce us to pity them as deluded entbu. 
Falte, than provoke our deteſtation and in- 
1 2 2 2775 * as 5 abettors of i im- 2 


5 But, it is a \ fact 1 not to becodtronited, — 
= ie the Gnoſtics united in-open-andavow= = ¾ ñ 
e ed hoſtility againſt the Ged of the Old ES 4 
Tiefament. The God of Abrabam, of Ifonr, 3 

| and of Jacob; the God that made the | 
3 world, and who governed it through all! 
the ages of time, until the appearance ß 3 
Chriſt; this was not the God or the F-. 
5 which they acknowledged and wor- p 
” ſhipped. This was the common impiety 5 
e We Gnoſtics; the Heures Yeulogof heir 
3 hereſy. I ſhall not attempt a detail of Wn Wi 
the abominations, which the different 1 
Hlerefiarchs of this ſect propagated E = N ; 
this would be to tranſcribe, almoſt, the | 


Y * N r wore? 2 a mg 0: Ve 4-48 8 GH 


whole of the firſt book of Irenæus. But, * 

to ſhew, that the cenſure paſſed upon 
T2 them is not too ſevere, I mall lay before 
\ PEW 1 B 2 e 


*. 0 PRIMITIVE CANDOR, 


| the reader the ſubſtance of the Gnoſtic 
doctrine, as taught by Valentinus ; whom _ 


* _ -Irgeus conſiders as the neal fabri- 
3 cator of Gnoſticiſm. "4; 


| The Yelena * \ aſſerted, ha there . 
ever exiſted, in the inviſible and inex- 
e preſſible heights or ſublimities, a certain n 
1 Aon, whom they called Proarches, . 1 
--M ropator, and Bytbus. With him co 
exiſted Ennæa, a female Aon, whom they T 
Alſo called Charis and Sige. That at a 
8 certain time, Bythus determined to emit 3 
8 himſelf the beginning or origin ß 
3 things. | In conſequence of this deter- 
mination, Ennaa or Sige conceived and 
| produced an Aon, who had the name —_— 
; + given him. He was al ſo called Monogenes, Wt 
or Unigenitus, and the Berau . 
. things. Together with him, a female *VVVöo 
RR was. produced, called Ferites. „ 
Eg > nagents, underſtanding for what purpoſes 5 
be was produced, did himſelf produce 
| another Pair of ons, whoſe names were 


. lien. Lib, L cap. i. LY ae” 


Logos 


ol PRIMITIVE CANDOR. 21 A 
21 Logos and Zoe. Others followed by ſab. c 


ſequent productions, until at length — 


_ exiſted thirty Mons. Some, indeed, held 4 | 
= innumerable multitude of them ; RE 


ö the generally received opinion acknow- 1 


9 5 ledged only thirty, including the original 


8 ons, Byrbus and Sige. All theſe were — 


7 ſuppoſed to exiſt within the Pleroma ; by — . 
S which they ſeem to have meant, the in : iN 
Rx deal f the divine fence. „„ 


8 The laſt of the OE TPM 3 was e 
a 1 female Aon. She, by indulging > 


fs ſire of comprehending and unfolding ES 1 . 


7 perfection of Bytbus, ſunk into a paſſion = 5 


| | and agony, as the natural conſequence of = 
1 mene an bin. dhe was 5 F 


. | it is hard to 25. 1 fr the ww eee | 'S 7 | 


fallen, had. not Unigenitus, or, as he is | 
ſometimes called, Chriſt, ſent to her aſſiſt- 


ance a certain divine virtue or power, call- 


cd Horus; by whom the ſinking Ron was 
reſtored to her original place and rank in 


the Pleroma. Warned by what had be- 


fallen Sophia, the other ons, contribut- ä 
B * ing 


22 * * 1 mt 7 vr AND 0 . „ 
335 ing each ſome peculiar quality n 
hoe excelled, produced another Aon, call- 
cd Ster or Fefus * ; by whom the Plero- 
ma was to acquire ſtability, and be ſe- | 
cured from future danger. In the reco= 
4h very of Sophia, a certain imperfect —_ 
ſetance, conceived by her during her —_ 
ſion and agony, by the aid of Horus, was 
ED. ſeparated from her; which, being reduced N 
3 to form and organized, was called un 
3 moth, and ſometimes Sophia, after the 
name of her parent. She was placed in 
me medietas, a ſituation between the Pl. 
roma and the inferior worlds afterwards 
e produced, and aſſigned as a partner —_ -- 5 
| Sitter. The different ſenſations of pleaſure 
and diſtreſs, which accompanied the cir- 
cumſtances through which ſhe paſſed, pro- = 
| duced thoſe ſpiritual, animal, and corpo- 
real ſubſtances, of which the creation is 
oh cops; After a certain period, »= ks 


| ® The account of the original of this Reps is/nv 


more than the old fable retailed, concerning the pro- 
duction of Pandora, by the joint contribution of all the 
gods; ſo many hands, as might be ward not fail- | 


ing to produce a finiſhed effect. 
x Di 
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was ) received into the Pleroma, and aſſo- . 
Hi | cixed, with the other Kons. 1715 


. But, 1 that event R . the E 
5 produced Demiurgus.. Let it be remarked | 
in this place, that Demiurgus received 
| his exiſtence, according to the Gnoſtics, 8 
1 whilſt his mother Acbamothh or Sophia re- —— 
5 mained below the Pleroma, in the place 5 
e  afligned her to- paſs her trial i in, prior to — 
— __E aſſumption. And when ſhe obtained 1 
that promotion, the utmoſt honor her 5 
ſion Demiurgus could receive, was, to be 
ga advanced into the e in wen the 55 
bad reßded. . 


1 1 n De the Gnoſtic 5 
5 maintained to be the Creator of whatever 
cxiſts without the Pleroma; Achamoth and „ 
Sster, with his attendant angels, excepted, KF 
- conſequence, they afſerted, that He is : 
the Being, that aſſumes the divine cha. 
racter and titles in the Old Teſtament, | 
According | to them, Demiurgus created 
ſeven heavens; the higheſt of which was 
inferior to the medietas, occupied by his 


B — mother 
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mother Achameth : and inferior to the ” 
loweſt « of theſe \ was the terreſtrial world. 


1 had indu Ariouſly' een * 


from Demiurgus the knowledge of the 
Pleroma, as well as of the ons it con- 


tained ; though the creation he produced, N 


(through her ſecret. influence and direc _ 
tion) exhibited a pattern of it. They, "ol 
therefore, repreſented him as a perfect AR 


ſtranger to the exiſtence of any Being hc: - 


perior to himſelf, unleſs his own mother x 


muſt be excepted.” Thus they interpreted ” 


thoſe paſſages, in the writings of Moſes 5 


and the Prophets, in which the God of 
Iſrael- claims to himſelf the honors. of 5 
divinity, to the excluſion of all others. IM 
However, they exculpated him from the 
imputation of diſreſpect to the Eons within 178 
the Pleroma, becauſe their exiſtence was 
unknown to him; and he knew of no 
ſuperior, but thought himſelf the firſt of 
Beings, and the Creator of all. Nor did a 
he underſtand his proper place i in the ſcale 
of b e om Cory * one of the a 
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a came > 2 inſtructed TE in 1 the knowledge pt 
1 of what was above him. 1 


But all ah Gnoſtics did not allow 1 5 
miurgus a rank ſo high. For, according 5 

= many of them, he was not the ſole Cre- 

| ator and Governor of the heavens and the 

5 : earth ; but performed thoſe works 1 in con- 5 
junction with other angels, equal i in rank — 
to himſelf; and when a partition RS 

made of the World and its inhabitants, 5 
between him and his aſſociates, the land 4 

of Canaan, with the Jewiſh nation, was 

aaſſigned to him. Nay, they repreſented 5 

the other angels as taking umbrage, on 

account of his arrogating to himſelf ſach 

a meaſure of authority and dignity, as de- . 

| rogated from the honour * rhoſe who USE 

bw were his wal 


- Much's more to the ks "REY nicks el 
L eaſily be added; and it is leſs difficult to 
enlarge than to contract. But, what has 
deen thus briefly extracted out of the very 
diffuſive account, which Irenæus has 


given 
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"It ld now "i e tie the 


| Gnoſtic do&rine was modified, varied, and 
: improved by other Herefiarchs, who few 
JJ Valentinus. For, it is not at al! 
=: to be wondered at, that the account given 
cy different perſons, of the production =: 
„ the Eons, their claſſes and numbers 
| Hould vary:: nee, no conbiſteney can be 
expected in the reveries of fancy, unre= 
1 trained by Reaſon, the Scriptures, or the 
5 fear of God. But, with all the diverſity x 
= which took place i in their ſentiments, they 
vVere all agreed, in placing Demiurgus, 
the Creator of the world, and the God of | 
- the Old Teſtament, in a very inferior 
wa; and derived his very exiſtence =... 
labe, from a blemiſh and imperfection in 
the weft of the Sons. But here I will 
* . 0 e 


=_/.) - given of theſe primitive Heretics, is a | 
''F | kicient to ſatisfy the reader, that the do- 
| trine of the Gnoſtics was 1 and "= | 


1 blaſpheoous i in the . degree: 


FEED 11 1 vr e AN Do *. 27 5 
= * is worthy of being particularly ves 
1 0 _ that Irenzus conſidered the 
SO Gnoſtics, as not ſpeaking with due reſpe& 5 
of the Redeemer, For, obſerving, —_ 

ND they pretended to prove their doctrine f 
* thirty Mons, from the thirty years of the 5 
: Saviour's life which he ſpent in privicy, |} 
| BH. prior to the commencement of his public „ 
5 miniſtry, he remarks on the title Saur 1 

ego they do not chuſe to call him Lord.“. ; 
Hence it is manifeſt, that in the judg- ET 
ment of this Father, whilſt the Gnoſtics a 
| degraded: the God that made the world, 

they did not aſſign to the Redeemer a rank 
— ſuperior, or even uw to 2 — be FER 
5 was entitled . e ER 


* 


kes. Lib. 1. cap. i. 
which 


But the ks. as N as . 11 55 
: . * ſufficiently tired with the rehearſal of : 
ſuch impious blaſphemies againſt tbe God 
e heaven. Let me, therefore, endeavour. 
to refreſh him with a more pleaſing theme. 
In order to this, I ſhall ſet before him that 
—.— excellent ſummary of the Chriſkien faith, 
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55 which Itenæus contraſts with the abomi- . 
nable Figments of the Gnoſtics. As tar: 
as the profent. ae is | concerned, it is 
a8 n N do tn 
e « Thechurch, eee — 
5 1 the whole world; and to the tomoteſt 
5 ce boundaries of the earth, hath received — | 1 
r Apoſtles and their Wien, 
ä faith, which is in one God, the 
Father Almighty, who made the hea- 
ven, and the earth, and the ſea, and 
— things which are in them; and in 
d one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the Son of God, 
vrho became incarnate for our ſal vation; 
= and in the Holy Spirit, Who by 1 55 
0 Prophets declared and foretold the diſ- . = 
e penſations and the comings of God, 
s and the birth of our dear Lord Jeſus! 
„Chriſt of a Virgin; his paſſion and re- 
( ſurrection from the dead, and his aſcerit 
into heaven in the fleſh, and his coming 
in the glory of the Father to — 
late and conſummate all things, and to 0 
46. recal to me all human fleſh ; that ac- 
Mo cording - 


1 as 
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Oo 
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* to the good planſure of the = 
viſible F ather, every knee ſhould bow 5 


8 — to Jeſus Chriſt, our Lord and God, 
our Saviour and King *. ny 


— This 
doctrine, and this faith, . adds this 


1 venerable father, by the church having re- 
| ceived, in the manner we have men- 


„ tioned, though ſcattered through _y 
— whole world, it diligently and carefully . 
maintains, as if inhabiting one houſe. | 
m_— uniformly believes theſe things, as 
15 e if. it poſſeſſed but one ſoul and one 
c heart; and teaches, preaches, and pro- 2 
0 pagates them, as if it had but one 
mouth. And, though the languages . 
« of the world are ſo various and di. 15 
„ ſimilar, the force of tradition is ne ; 
and the ſame. ; $o that the churches 
bo which are in Germany, i In Spain, in | | 


ee the Eaſt, in Egypt, in Afri- - 
ca, or in the intermediate parts of the | 


6 world, differ not in what they believe 5 
„ or teach. But, as the ſun is one and 
40 


the ſame i in all the world, 10 the light, | 
IF * * len. Lib. I. cap. i ii. 
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* and preaching of the truth, ſhines every . 


e where, and illuminates all that are will- — 
ing to arrive at the kaanlelgz of the = 


5 . * 


wn This W is very 3 WY 2 
ny if it merits any degree of credit, muſt be 
E —— to be a moſt direct contra- DN 
diction to the repreſentation, which Dr. 
_ Prieſtley thinks proper to give, of the faith 
1 jpeg daftrine af: the firſt and pureſt ages of . 
ity. But, as long as any por- : 
= modeſty and common ſenſe re- 
1 mains, 1 e that a Chriſtian Father, 3 
who flouriſhed in the ſecond century, 
wWhoſe acquaintance with the Chriſtian 
dcectrine, was formed under the inftruc- 
"44 tions of — the venerable Paſtor o 
„ church, will be admitted, 
= 10 "= more competent to decide, reſpet= | 
ing the principles of the church > ny 
own: times, than Dr. Prieſtley, or any 
Other perſon, living at an „een . | 
an ages. 


» Lib. L * 


But, 


| the Unitarian doctrine ? I will not deny, _ 
but, that he may find, at leaſt, one paſ- 


|| only to cenſure the Grnoftics, for repre= 
 ſenting eſs and Chriſt as two different 
Penn. And, his own idea of the con- 
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. 1 what ſhall we ſay, if che Doctor . 
ſhould. cite this very Father in ſupport of 


| ge in his writings, in appearance, as 


much to his purpoſe as any he has been 
able to collect. For, Irenzus cenſures 
certain opinions as blaſphemous, © be- 


| L | 5 MM cauſe th ey divided. the Lor ""M aſſerting | 
t that he is compoſed ex alters & alters 


TT « fubſantid ; of two. ie e | 5 1 f 
e or perſons . Had not Irenæus ſuffi- f 
= ciently N his meaning, to prevent 


tried in this, as a moſt decifive teſtimony. 1 


5 all miſtake, Dr. Prieſtley might have glo- : ö 


But, in this paſſage, the Father intended : i 2 


{He ſtitution of the Saviour's perſon, is ex- 2 b 
ptreſſed in a manner ſufficiently explicit, | 


in more than one place in the ſame chap- 


ter, in which the above is contained. One 


0 N is too remarkable to be overlooked. 
_ my Lib. Ul. cap. xviii 3 
a The 


* . _—_ 
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oY he Son of God became the 2 * 
” « Man *, that, through him, we might 80 
2 obtain the adoption: : the man bearing, 88 
containing, and including or embracing 
4 the Son of God (Portante homine & 
< capiente & complectente filium Dei). — — 
I words have any certain meaning, this 
N cannot, poſſibly, be the language of an Uni- 35 
tuarian. And yet, Irenæus declares in te 
. ſtrongeſt terms, that the whole Chriſtian |} 
es church in his time, believed and taught, 5 
in a manner perfectly harmonious with 7 
5 his own 2 1 15 * N „ 
N Chrifi tans, © RY with the multitude - 
of the literate in the Gentile churches, 
verre all Unitarians; very few being to 
ES be excepted, beſides the converts from 
ER. among the Platonic philoſophers ? —_ Fd 
: Prieſtley is greatly miſtaken, or 5 
renæus was an intire ſtranger to the i 5 
= of F in his own time; or, which i is 


. > This cannot be 4 on the Socinian nnd. 
but rather, that the Son 4 Man became the Son { Ml 
Gd. ro | 


ſtill 


— 


other Fathers, 


fſible, 


oy rn I * x T1 1 * 0 * D on. 8 

* ain worſe, muſt have wilfully miſrepre- . 
T ſented it. Which is moſt Ws: ea] let 
| the whos . f 8 


1 Wy cannot . bun e one re- 
=: 1 on the fitſt citation from Irenæus 
mm the preceding paragraph; viz. that ſingee 
—_ it is impoſſible for a Sorinian to collect, 
„Seat of all the Fathers, a ſingle teſtimony, : 
mic can, in appearance, contain a ſtrongerr:r 
XF rontradidtion to the Divinity of Chriſt; 
and, 28 it is undeniably certain, that the I” 
Author. did not intend the leaft oppoſition 1 
di0ð0 that doctrine; muſt not this conſidera- Is 
Bon convince us, that little ſtreſs is to be 
laid on: detached paſſages collected _ Sa. 
. which may ſeem to mili- j 
date againſt that doctrine ? For, it is po. 
= that, with Irenzus, they meant 
FF only to wo the oy of . ” 
Ed Sos * 


num, deen be lud. — 

view of the perſon of Chriſt, does not 
come up to the ſtandard of orthodoxy, "= 
5 3 


1 5 N * * * 
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it was ſettled: in ſucceeding. ages, and is £ 
adopted and acknowledged in the preſent 
'< 5.0 In reply to this objection, I would 
obſerve, that his teſtimony i is, without all 
controverſy, decifive, in favor of the præ- 5 
e exiftence of Chriſt. And Dr. P. has ac- 
OY ONE that, if he præexiſted _*t 
all, it was ar Gd,” in the fulleſt! ſenſe 
2 the Oxrthodox themſelves contend for.— 
But, as was already obſerved, the weight 
and force of his teſtimony depends on the . q 
circumſtances of the times, andithe con- 1 
troverſies agitated when he wrote. lad _ 
--. 7» _ engaged in controverſy with Heretics, ON 
that afferted the mere humanity of. Chriſt, Z : 
his teſtimony could not have been ſo efi= | 
cacious. For, ſo circumſtanced, it would = | 
| have been natural-for him; to aſſert the Sa» 

viour's dignity 1 in the ſtrongeſt terms he 
Could find, or his own view of his rank 
would authorize him to adopt. But, Ire- 
næus oppoſed Heretics, who degraded the 
Character of the God of the Old Teſta- 
ment, and exalted Chriſt to a rank far 


as onde I l cd: 03-4 there 
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— above him. It was his duty, therefore, 
to aſſert the ſupreme Divinity of the God 
„ of Abraham, the God who ſpake by the Ro 
h Prophets, the God who made the world. 
This being his object, he muſt neceſſarily 
aAỹſe the greateſt circumſpection i in aſſerting 
the dignified rank of Chriſt, leſt he ſhould 
ſeem to countenance. the impiety of the 
ER. Gnoſtics againſt the Creator of the world, *' 
- This confideration, therefore, muſt . 
DL peculiar weight and force to every teſti· = 
maony he gives to the divine honor of 
| Chriſt. 844 SET 


fs, FN Tam, now, CR Md to thoſe ie: . 
5 - vation: and remarks, which the view I have Dh 
given of the doctrine of the Gnoſtics was 
= deſigned to introduce. And, may I not t be 
allowed to lay it down 28 the * "ar 
— ſervation, chat, 


Re 4; All Chrigia 6, oh Gnofice PORE] x 2 | N 
by God the Father, who, i in the New Teſ- 2 


* Sons of the Ceniice ilee of 2 inferior Gbr if, 


the ſon of Demiurgus ; but by that name they gene 
rally expreſſed one of the thirty Mans included in the 


Pleroma. car © 3 g 
2 3 885 . 
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f tement, is made known as the God and 
| Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, vniformly = 
mitant'the God who made the world, who 
in every age governed it by his providewoe, =» 
md Who condeſcended to be called the God = 
e ue. The moſt ancient formulary of 
_ Chriſtian doctrine, which is called the 14. 
pole Creed, moſt expreſsly acknowledges 
mis in the firſt article of it: * I believe 
iin God, che Father Almighty, Maker 
r of heaven and earth.” And the autho. 
ity of the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament 
in the Chriſtian Church cannot, on an 
bother principle, be eftabliſhed. Fc or, if, a 
according to the Gnoſtics, the teign of 
DPemjurgus had ceaſed at the coming of 
| Obrift, what concern ſhould we have with 5 
wddke antiquated oracles of a depoſed Deity? Wo 
_ ng 1 he coming of Chriſt did not intro- . 
duce the knowledge of another God, —_ 
| Known before: it only gave fuller and — 
1 brighter « diſcoverics of Bis grace and love, | 
T __ man oe Old Teſtament Church was in- 
|  4ulped with. This being an indubita- 
1 principle, it will 8 ee. 
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n The grand controverſy, between the ' 5 


1 5 _ primitive Church and the Gnoſtics, ” AR” [ I 


ſpected the ſupreme Divinity of God the - 1 


a Father. The Chriſtian Church ackno w- 


1 -— ledged no God above him by whom the 


wocoyrld was made, and by whom the Scrip- — 
mtures of the 0% Tſtament were given. | 
Ĩ bey acknowledged his univerſal and ever-. 
. laſting dominion: they adored him as —_ 3: 
. God | pad Father, __ the Father J 
3 ceive the Goſpel Sa 2 very fs God, 1 
%* who gave the Lew to Iſrael from Mount _ 
_. a and they believed, that it was the 1 
E ſame God who made the world, that feng — | 
mm Sa to be the Saviour. Whereas, the | 

1 Gnſtics projended. to teach the dend ae To 


- at} 170 whom. they afſerted 6 i 


perior to Demiurgus, or the God that made E | ; 


The world, At what an immenſe diſtance, -— i 


therefore, mult they have placed him from 1 | 
Byrbus, the firſt of the Pons, who alone 


was conſidered as underived Alt is, there- 


fore, evident, that the primitive Chriſtians 


were called upon, ta contend for the ma- 


C 3 jeſty 
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85 jeſty and ſupreme Divinity: of Him, whom | 
8 r adored : as s God the Farber. es 


II. wWhüſt ſuch! a mehr as that of "0 


wr the Gnoſtics, ſubſiſted, and Tuch an im- 
N portant controverſy was in agitation, —_— 
need not wonder, if all Chriſtians who f 
were united in profeſſing their faith in the 
One God who made the world, ſhould 
forget the leſſer differences which divided 
them, and join in oppoſition to the com. 
mon foe. I deny not, but, that the dif= 
ferences, which diſtinguiſh the Trinitarians 1 
8 and Unitarians, are real, great, and im- 
mw portant. Let the Gnoſtics and their abo- = 
minable figments be forgotten, and you 
will ſoon find theſe parties of Chriſtians 
involved in the war of controverſy among 
| themſelves; and their differences will ſeem 
to ſwell to a degree little ſhort of infinite. : 
The Unitarian will charge his antagoniſt 
with idolatry, in aſſociating another perſon = 
with the eternal Father, in the honor of 
| ſupreme Divinity. While the Trinitarian, 
on the contrary, accuſes the Arian and the 
Socinian of blaſphemy, in oppoſing the true 
and <a alga" OR 
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and proper divinity of the. eternal Son of g 5 
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But, let us now w ſuppoſe the. Grafiies 1 


make their appearance, and their blaſpbe- 
mous Hereſy to ſpread itſelf like a deluge; 


th. ge contending parties will forget their 


— K nces and ſee, that there is one great 


centre of union, where, notwithſtanding | | 
the oppoſition in their ſentiments, they all 


= meet. For, they all believe in One Gad, 


3 the Father Almighty, the Maker of heaven ” | 
| and carth: they have no controverſy _—_ 4 


regard to the unity, the nature, or the at- 0 
tributes of God: they all acknowledge : 
one glorious and uncreated ſpirit, poſſeſſing 


| all conceivable perfection. r 
mode of the divine ſubſiſtence, they, indeed, | — 
differ: but, in their idea of God, conſi- PE 4 


dered abſolutely as God, they are perfectly — 


= agreed. Nor have they any controverſy A 


as to the Being, to whom the honors of 
divinity are to be aſcribed ; but, join bar- 
moniouſly in paying them to the God who 


made the world. Him they al! acknow- 


late as Rl Creator: their Proprietor, 
5 


ne Gad who made the 


i — ** - 


| world n Circumſtances as fe 
= nom ſuppoſed,” I doubs not, but, thi&the 


i oſt Mahometiſm 
15 a ſober and rational docttineGi 


There js, then 


rn 1 M 1 r 1 ve e A N » 0 „„ 

5 ths primitive Chriſtians did not treat the 15 
latter with greater ſeverity, if they them- 
ſelves were not Unitarians? The anfwer is 
obvious and ſatis factory they were reer 

3 rounded with Heretics, whoſe blaſphemy . 
was far more impious, alarming, — - 
| rageous. In oppoſition to them, they were 
= | called to defend, not a Angle doftrine of 

Tt the Goſpel; but, the very fir ft principle _— 2 
. natural religion. In a word, when they 5 

5 ach a — they 2 2 the Ebionite. cn 


N IV. Had the * Chriſtians las Z 
Vunitarians, as Dr. P. aſſerts, the moſt . 
ekffectual method they could have taken to 
1 the blaſphemy of the Gnoſtics, would — 
dave been, to aſſert the proper and mere 5 5 


4 — * 
: . , 4 * — of 22 * __ 
i l . 4 : 


umaniĩty of Chriſt. For, the wild ſyitem OE 


of the Gnoſtics was built on this principle, 2 
— - Chriſt was, in no reſpect, a man, ex- 


cept in appearance, but of a nature ſupe- 


rior to man. Whoever, therefore, be- 


"1, lieved the mere humanity of Chriſt, as long 
as he maintained that principle, muſt have 


been ſufficiently armed againſt the ſeduc- 
tion of the Gnoftics: and, in proportion 


to 


42 PRIMITIVE. CANDOR. 


to the evidence he could produce, that his 1 . 


: opinion was the genuine doctrine of Scrip- 4 
ture, muſt have been his ability 10 fte 


them. If, therefore, the primitive, Chriſ- 5 4 
tt,:ans had all this advantage on their fide, ! 
aſk, why did they not improve it? Why 4 


f did they ſuffer ſuch a ſword to remain 


E ſheathed, when the cauſe of truth, the | 


1 God called on them to draw, it ? „ 
5 truth 1 is, they were furniſhed with no 
ſuch weapon. They believed, that the 1 
bleſſed Redeemer, who had W 0 their 3 
ſouls with his blood, was not a mere — 


- but the incarnate Son of God. They felt 
for the honor of the Divine F ather, whom 


the Scriptures of the Old and New Teſta. 
: 1 ment had taught them to adore, and whoſe | 5 
| ſupremacy the i impious Gnoſtics oppoſed, , 
Vet they choſe to afſert his cauſe, by ung 


1 the ſacred weapons of divine truth; and 


. would not ſacrifice the honor of the Son, 


... oven when they contended for the God- ; 
4 head of the Father. 


V. "Had. hs Fathers Ho 1 
when they knew, * foch en of 


ths 
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hoved the whole body of the Unitarians to 


me Chriſtian! faith, as the Gnoſtics had 
introduced, prevailed in the world; Sc. 
g muſt have been their incumbent duty to 
aſſert the mere humanity of Chriſt in the . 
1 ſtrongeſt and moſt unequivocal language; 1 
7 and not to ſuffer a ſingle word to eſcape . 
5 4 from their lips or their pens, that ſhould 
bot geen to repreſent him as more thana 1 
man. This muſt have been ineumbent = 
on them, as they would prove A 
FF tachment and fidelity to the Father — e 
4 Could any of them be ignorant, that —_ 
a a hereſy exiſted i in the world? Dr. A 
mits, that it had made its appearance 5 
whilſt the Apoſtle John was yet alive, 
And Irenzus repreſents the abettors of it ” 
to have been numerous, as far down as. _ 
the latter end of the ſecond century; and \ 
to have propagated their blaſphemy A 
dhe barriers of the Alps. It is, therefore, ” 
incredible, that any of the Fathers of the . 
fjtrſt centuries ſhould have been unac- 
quainted with them. If, therefore, the 
mere humanity of Chriſt be a Chriſtian 
doctrine, was there ever a time, when it be- 
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5 | Hand forth and aſſert their principles; 3 if 
_ Not, when Gnoſticiſm ſpread like a Wo | 1 
and threatened to {weep away the entire 

| baſis of their faith? Dr. P. thinks, that, 
if the Fathers eſteemed the Ebionqan doc- | 
nine heretical, it is unaccountable, that they 
Aid not cenſure it with greater ſeverity. 
And I think, that if the Chriſtians of the 
— _ centuries were unitarians, it is moſt |} 
unaccountable, that they did not proclaim | 
their principles openly and boldly; ſince 
hte regard they owed to the prerogative of | 
Dad required it of them. Will W 
maintain, that any of the Fathers, whole 
writings are preſerved, have done this E 
Wil be undertake to prove, that even axe 
of them has openly and profeſſedly op- 
poſed and proteſted againſt every doctrine, 
that, repreſents Chriſt, as, in any reſpect, 
more than a man? Nay, he muſt acknow-. 


has not honored him with epith 
titles, which, without the leaſt force, may 
be underſtood to convey. much mort than 
the idea of mere humanity. I conclude, 
W that either the 1 Chriſ- 
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edge, that there is not one of them, 4bat | 


* tians 
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uss and Fathers were not Unitarians; 8 
1 they were unaccountably and criminally: 15 . 
„ gnegligent, in not declaring their principles, 
ire _ when the circumſtances of the times called „ 


, that ſo * for it. Therefore, 


vl. Girbanithwrsd:: as PIN Fathers «af 5 


$ the firſt centuries were, their not having 

, oppoſed the doctrine of the præexiſtence 
and Divinity of Chriſt, amounts, in effect, . 
Y to a confeſſion of it. If they had not left 
one expreſs Ren in ts ſors their LE 
P. that-they believed it. — 0 e 


not having © 


| k | | the Gnoſtics, their very ſilence would af. 3 


© * 


ſume an expreſſive language, and nen 5 
L na ry es Cho: _ * 


vl. The Fathers were en Gene; for 5 


| my bey of Clin. "IF 
| 1 which the cireumſtanees of dhe times muſt 
= and it is d needleſs to repeat them — a "FRY 
= ſetting 


of . os 0 a — * rn 1 N — a _ * | 
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ſetting out, I admitted, that they do not | | 

appear ſo numerous and ſtrong, as our. 
idea of the i importance of the ſubject ht L þ 
lead us to expect: and for this ſeeming © 


7 defect, I undertook to aſſign the reaſon. ; 


Suppoſing, then, that the teſtimonies of ' 


-. Fathers, conſidered abſolutely i in them- | 
. ſelves, may not amount to a full and deci- 5 3 
ſive proof of all that the orthodox under- © 


take to eſtabliſh ; let the circumſtances of | 


the times be taken into conſideration, and 


their weight and efficacy will be greatly i 


0 4 augmented. For, every word dropped by 1 
2 Chriſtian Father, which conveyed the 4 


leaſt intimation, that Chriſt was more than | 


3 buman, would be improved by a Gnoſtic | 


__ aSan important conceſſion i in his favour : 1 


for this, as was obſerved, was the baſis | | 
of his ſyſtem. - We may, therefore, fafely 1 

conclude, that whatever teſtimonies occur | 

in the writings of the earlier Fathers, in 


1 ſupport of the præexiſtence and the Divi- 5 | 


3 nity of Chriſt, are to be underſtood ac- 
cording to the utmoſt meaning their 
Words can convey: and this will allow | 


lo not | 
s our 
might = 
ealon, WY 
ies of K 
hem- 
wo could put the iſſue of this important 
0 = controverſy on the teſtimony of the F 12 5 
wess, rather than on that of the ere 
= Writers“ of the New Teſtament? The 
f doctrine itſelf is equally intereſting to all 
Hr Chriſtians, | the illiterate as well as the 


3 learned. But the number of thoſe is, 
than 1 


noſtic | 
our: F_ 
balis oF labyrinth of the firſt centuries : the monu- 
ſafely = A. 

accur 
Divi- 


reatly 14 
a 
d the 


| ac- 
their 
low 
the 
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1 the orthodox to. conceive of the character 175 
of the Redeemer, as . and-a61 honor- 
e as r can wich. ee . 


9 1 


"2 - Hbrings thas . ** 1 cefign= 
1 ry 1 would-modeſtly and reſpectfully atk, 
2M What, can- be the reaſon, that Dr. Prieſtley | 


comparatively, very. inconſiderable, who ; 
are capable of following a writer, in his 
paſſage through the obſcure and intricate 


ments of thoſe ages being very few, and 
© the authority of thoſe! few rendered very 
uncertain, by the ſuſpicion, or, at leaſt, 5 
the paſſibility of forgery and interpolation. | Os 
There i is, therefore, but a ſmall propor- 
tion, even of thoſe, who are not unwill- 
55 g to be numbered with the learned, that 


WY „%%% 
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ate competent to judge with certainty nd 
5 preciſion of the merit of the argument. 
truth, therefore, be the object ſought 1 
1 after, let the Doctor leave the Fathers, ? 
aud return to the Scriptures: Fot, when | 
tte argument is put on that iſle; ever, 
intelligent Chriſtian, though he can boaſt 
bdut of little learning, having the Bible in 9 
his hand, may for himſelf judge of it. 
ES, And, arc. the e erer and er, cron 1 
truth under the n of Jeſas, nd : 
18 | the inſpiration of his Spirit, are much — {| 
1 fer guides than the Far herr; many of 
? 8 whom, as the Doctor acknowledges, de 3 
bes the i of the Goſpel, by blend. 
ing with it the 1 — _ al 
: Er een, pane ris 95 = 


* 4 _ " = ” , 8 


— — * Dottor 1 was Aneed, to 
model the ſyſtem of Goſpel-doctrine . 
a agreeably to his own idea, and to expunge 
from it all thoſe myſteries, which he 
would have us to regard, as the eorrup- 
Hons of 2 when the 8 Y 
> doctrine 
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©: doAtine has bedn-thus reformed, 1 ! Bs, 
aſk, what advantage hath the Chriſtian, - 
and what profit is there of the bay: 9d FE 

* | Compared with Ph:loſophy, it can boaſt ds 
but of little ſuperiority; compared with EE 
 Fudaiſm, ſcarce any ſuperiority at all. 
Dtäooes not the Old Teſtament inculcate the 
3 worſhip of the one living and true God EF: > 
<& | Does it not enforce every precept of mo- FO 

= ray by the authority of God? Does it 
not aſſert @ future fate, a reſurrection of = 

XZ the dead and a final Judgment ?—If the 

FF Goſpel reveals no truth, and enforces no 
duty, which was not known before; for 
_ © what end did Chriſt appear as the Meſliah ? 5 
And why are his diſciples obliged, with „ 
ſo much zeal and labor, to aſſert his : 
miſſion and authority, in oppoſition * | 


” Rs and Inſidels. ER, 


It may, 3 bs ſaid, "that 8 — 
5 aw advantage the church derives 1 
the coming of Chriſt, is the removal of 
fthoſe burdenſome inſtitutions which were 
ondained by Moſes, and the introduction 
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2's of a more gentle, a more liberal, and be- ; 
nevolent ſyſtem. I ſhould be forry to find 


2 Chriſtian divine gravely advancing ſuch 
| a poſition. Becauſe, it would, in effect, 
| revive the impious ſentiments o the 


"4% Gnoſtics and Manichæans, concerning the 8 
economy of the Old Teſtament, and its 
| divine Author. F or, would it not con- 1 
tain more than an infinuation, that the | 
law of Moſes originated in needleſs ſeve- 5 
„ rity, if not malevolence? The burden- 


2% ſome + ceremonies it enjoined, as well as its 


3 being confined to one obſcure nation, ſeem. = 


- ing to diſcover but little of that diffuſive 
benevolence, which might be expected to 
cCharacterize the great Parent n; 


5 7 will, therefore, venture to aſſert, that, 7 
3 0 unleſs the Divinity of Chriſt, and atone- 


5 ment for ſin by his blood, be admitted as 5 


— Chriſtian doctrines; the Old, or the New . 


| Teſtament, or both, will lie expoſed. to 


i the charge of abſurdity. But, granting 


the Saviour's Divinity, and, as a natural 5 
conſequence, granting the atonement, the 

whole of revelation will appear one harmo- 
ye nious 


: CD ds. ————_——— — — eo — 
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AEDs ajous and conſiſtent ſyſtem. ; The New = 

T eſtament will enable us to ſee a propri- 5 

ety and a beauty 1 in all the inſtitutions of mf 
RR. Old; and the G Goſpel itſelf will appear 
9 nd 1 ihuminated, when ; Compares with 


=_ © 2 os. no one "a imagine, that I 
_ 8 1 by any thing F have advanced, to . 
x k FF caſt the leaſt reflexion on the character of 
= Dr. Prieſtley. His abilities as a w riter, 
are univerſally acknowledged; -nar do 3. 
— reckon myſelf competent, even to eſtimate . 
3 them. But, it is poſſible for a perſon ES 
1 5 occupying a much humbler ſphere | MC 
| or, at leaſt, to think he ſees, a point ß 
moment, overlooked by an author of much 
=D | ſuperior | diſcernment, when engaged 5 
the heat of controverſy. Such a thought 
5 occaſion to this eſſay: If I have been 
=. miſtaken, 1aſk pardon of the Public, for 
intruding myſelf upon them without ne- 
ceſſity. — Of the Doctor's integrity, I en- 
tertain not the leaſt doubt; and however 
excentric his flights may have been; Fam 
Nin, 
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perſuaded, that truth 16 he object he = 
means to purſue. At the ſame time, 
theſe acknowledgments, w hich candor and . 
5 juſtice demand, leave me at full liberty W 
ſuppoſe, that in his ſentiments of the 
Goſpel, he is greatly and moſt unhappily 
miſtaken. It is a difficult matter to po- 
le very ſplendid talents, and not be daz- 8 
azled with them. Having very ſucceſſ- 5 
wy fully tried his powers, in almoſt every de- „ 
partment of ſcience ; it is not to be won- - 
dered at, if he ould ſuppoſe himſelf „ 
equally capacitated, by the ſtrength of 1 
85 genius, to explore all the regions of moral, . 
ſpiritual, and divine truth. Thus em- 
boldened, he has made the experiment, e 
and the reſult of it is well known. ; Rar. f 
. moderate degree of 2 attention to the ſacred TI. 
Soeriptures, m ight have convinced him, = 
-- what the myſteries of the Goſpel are often 
5 hid from the wiſe and prudent, whilſt they 3 


"= Arc revealed unto babes. 


